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motion to reconsider LB 288.

perplexed as to why the proponents o f t h i s b i l l wou l d no t
want to have another public hearing on the reintroduction of
a new bill in January. M aybe we h ad each oug h t t o a sk
ourselves why is it that they really don't want t o go back
to the public and say, now we h ave go t t h e b u g s w o r ked o u t ,
this is the way it ought to be. I think this is a dangerous
precedent to set and I certainly urge you to reject the

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Sieck, would you like to close,
please.

SENATOR SIECK: Mr. President and members of the body, I

S PEAKER NICHOL: Exc u s e me. Senator Sieck, excuse me a
second. ( Gavel. ) Wou l d y o u hold yo ur conv e r s a t i o n do w n,
please, especially up front here. (Gavel. ) Gen t l em en,
would you hold your conversation down, I can ' t hear t he
s peaker . Tha n k y o u .

SENATOR SIECK: Ye s , t he r e w er e a lot of arguments here this
morning to say that the bill should not be brought back, but
most of the arguments were that they just don't w ant t h e
b i l l . And t h ey sai d , w el l , l et ' s h ave another bill and have
i t i n co mmi t t e e. We l l , you kn o w wh a t will happen if those
people that are on the committee and it goes to that
committee, it wall not come out of committee. And I f e el i t

a g o o d b i l l . I t j u s t need s c lean in g u p and i t can be
done. And I feel t here xs a lot of good precedent for the
b i l l . So I u r ge y ou t o reconsider it and then next January
z f i . x s co r r e c t , we wil l l ook at z t and maybe t he p r ob l em
wall get cured xn the meantime. If it does, w e won' t n e e d
t he b i l l . Bu t I t h i nk we should k e e p i t a l i ve . Thank you .

SPEAKER N I CHOL: Thank yo u . You h av e h eard t h e c l o s i n g
statement on the motion t o r e con s i d er t he i ndef i n i t e
postponement of LB 288. All those in fa vor v ote aye ,
opposed nay. Ladies and gentlemen, t here s e ems t o be some
confus i on . We ar e voting on reconsidering. We are no t
voting on ceasing debate. Now I don't know...is there some
confus i o n ? Ok ay , I un d e r s t a n d t he r e is some confusion.
Perhaps we s h o u l d st a r t ov er . I hate to do this but we are
voting to reconsider the indefinite postponement of 288.
Mr. " le r k , c lea r t h e bo a r d and we wil l st a r t ov er aga i n .
Okay, now the mo tion is to r econsider the i ndef i n i t e

sure would like to close.
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